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formal policy of permtt' ng that to be done, | think is
surplusage and | think it sends a bad signal to the
citizenry at large. Wat we reallyare trying to say
is, look, if you contact us, we are protecting your con-
fidentiality, and that is really the issue.

PRESI DENT: The Chair recogni zes Senator Chanbers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: M. Chairman and nmenbers of the Legis-
lature, throughout the discussion of this proposition
there has been repeated reference to the i mage of the
Legislature. | don't think it is Senator Warner's in-
tention 1n offering this anendment to besmirch the inage
of the Legislaturee but that is precisely what it would
do, by saying there is no policy established under which
these types of itenms are confidential. However, we are
going to leave it up to arbitrary discretion of the

i ndi vidual senator to create a policy. Now the law if

it is going to be on the books at all should establish
the general policy, then if a senator chooses not to
conform that is somethlng different. \What you can do

is take a statenment and make it in the affirnative or

you can rmake it in the negative. The law as it is witten
now nakes an affirmative statenent as to what is confiden-
tlal . Senator \Warner says under his amendnent it is

not confidential unless an indivldual senator says it

is so. hat beconmes the rule. | think that is going
about it in the backward fashion. The proper way, if

you are going to enact the rule, 1s to state the rule,
then |l et any senator becone the exception if he or she
chooses. So with all the talk of image and everything el se
firmy inthe front of ny mind, | amtotally opposed to
Senator Warner's anmendnent and | hope that it will be
rejected.

P RESIDENT: Senator Landis.

SENATOR LANDI S: Mr. Speaker and nenbers of the Legisl a-
ture, the principle of the Warner anendnent woul d be
satisfactory tonme if it was applied only to the issue of

t el ephone records. | think that is probably a reasonabl e
application of the theory. What | do not find, however,

as | read it is the clear acknow edgenment that one need
not declare the need for confidentiality 1n correspondence.
Senator Marner treats correspondence the same as he treats
t he tel ephone records and requires a senator to declare
their preference for confidentiality of the correspondence
mail ed to them and sent by the senator to their constituents.
It seens to ne that that 1s a Brinci pl e, that burden I
don't think should fall on anybody to nove and require the



